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2/26/70 

Dear Peul, 

I? I rememter correctly, se did nat see eve to sys on whether 
the FBL had condicted @ real investigstion of LD before bhs ass., oside 
from tie da8emieys reoorte Padrhaps my recollection on tais is wrone. 

: in from Bishop, 2 

405, "e.0imm a detailed 
“report on 3s ateroffice tele-~ ; 


type on thie, 





pues eae oes ty cf Eishov is e ‘factor 
“vhere, esis :h notes where they-do bear 9-003". 


a: 
“Telaticsnship te reelity. 








hin, 8s 


From the Bonner (ugn) I sm let to +elievse there was © Quiglsy 
revert other ther the ons finsuking in als testinony. +hic is my conclusion 
and may not be ste = 


nay Bold. 
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JANG 


